 @ 
Twelde QUERIES hunthl ofordt / relaing to 
the BI L L for Reſtraimng the Wearing Faſt- 


India Sis, &C. in ENGLAND. 
Cheapnels they will certainly extreamly prejudice, if not ut- 


YAY 
' terly deftroy our own Manufactures? _ 


I: Why ſhov!d we prohibir che Dutch and Tralian Silks, when by reaſon of theitR$ 
' Dearneſs and the Ingenuity of our Zgliſh Workmen, we have in a great meaſure 
beat them out of that Trade f{everal years paſt, and both Dutch and Traliens take off 
great Quantities of our Woollen ManutaQtures ? 

HI. Why ſhould we fend vur Gold and Silver to the EaH-Indies, from whence it 
will never return to pur..:aſe their Manufactures to be worn in England, when we 
have fo Noble a ManufaQure of our own, which hasof late years been fo greatly 
improved, .and may yet be further improved, if due Inc.uragement be piven there- 
unto, and will very well an{wer all the uſes of 4: S:/ks,8&c? 

IV. Why ſhould we ſend our Money to imp..oy the poor in India, when we have 
very great Numbers of Poor at home, who muſt either Starve for want of Wo;k, be 
Relieved by Charity,or Remove to Forreign Parts to get their Live! hood ? 

V.Whether it the Eaft- dia Company ſhould be f{etled with a Stockof 20c0000 ]. 
and no Reſtraint be 1:id upon them, it will not then bz in their power to bring in 
ſuch vaſt quantities of Manufactured Goods, as will deſtroy our own Manufactures 
when they pleaſe ? 2k 

VI. Whether the Engliſh Woell yielded fo good a Price, or, Rents fo well paid, or 
the Poor ſo well Imployed ( ſome years paſt ) when the generality of all Sorts and 


Degrees of Perſons wore Eft-India ManufaQures, as they have ſince the Eaſt- India 
Goods, have been fcarce and dear ? 


VII. Whecher that Poſition of Sir Fofab Child (The Oreat Champion fo2 
the Eaft-Jndta Trade) laid down in the Preface of his T:eatite upon Trade , 


do not ftrenuouſly plead for the Bill ? wiz. That the Expence of Forreign Commodities, 
eſpecially Forreign Manufattures, u the worſt Expence a Nation can be inclinable to, and 
ought to be prevented as much as poſſible. 

VIII. Why may not the Linncn Drapers fell our own Silks and other Manufa- 
cures, as well as Eaſt-India Silks, Bengalls, &c. and if they will not, whether their 
Intereſt or Humour ovght to be preferred before the Intereſt of all choſe vaſt Num- 
bers that have their whole Livelyhood and Dependance upon our SiJk and Wooken 
Manufa&ures, or receive great Benefit thereby ? 

IX, Whether there is not as much reaſon for Ez#-India ManufaQures to be 
prohibited to be worn in England, as there was to prohibit them in France, which 
was actually done about Eight years ſince? | 

 X. What advantage is it to this Nation (if it were true as is aſferted) that the 
Eaft-India Company fend out our Cloth, and fell it in Perſia for wrought Silks ? 
whereas formerly the Turkey Company uſed to fupply the Perſians,and have in return 
Raw Silk, and might do fo again, if the Trade were turned into its old Channel. 

XI. Whether the preventing I=dia ManufaQtures to be worn in England, will not. 
diſappoint the Scotth Ealt-Jndta Company,and prevent the running their Goots 
( which will be Cuſtom-free) upon us, and thereby give a great Check to their 
growth and progreſs ? and whether this may not be the great reaſon that makes one 

who Subſcribed a great Sum, and was Choſen a Commirtee-man of that Company, 
fo om Sollicit againſt the Bill. 


XII. Whether if the Eat-India Trade be not Reſtrained before a Company be 


<£- 


H Y ſhould not Ea#.Þ>diz Silks, Berpalls, &c. be prohibited to 
be worn in England, when by realon of their extraordinary 


fetled by A& of Parliament, and it ſhould afterward be found neceſſary to be done, 
It may not then be very difficult ( if not impoſlible ) to obtain, conſidering what 


Methods have by the-Eff-dia Company in former days bezn taken to ſuppart and 
detend their Intereſt, againſt all Oppoſers. 


